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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 6, 10, 12-16, 18, 22, 24-27, 28, 33, 37, 41-42, and 46, are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Okamoto et al in view of Adachi as 
set forth in the previous Office Action mailed out 10/22/03 (Paper No. 11). 

It is noted that the newly added limitations of the screen information included the 
first part and the second part and the stored reduced screen information includes only 
the first as specified in claims 1 , 2, 13, and 25, would be inherently present in the 
proposed combination of Okamoto et al and Adachi. Because, such a proposed 
combination would incorporate the capability of reducing and deteriorating the signals 
before recoding the same on the medium. Therefore, by reducing and deteriorating the 
video signal, it is noted that only part of the signal would forcedly be remained for 
recording purposes. 

It is noted that the newly added limitations of the screen information being 
reduced by at least one of pixel reduction, line reduction, and frame reduction as 
specified in the new claims 28, 33, 37, 41-42, 46, would have been inherently present in 
the proposed combination of Okamoto et al, and Adachi. Since, the proposed 
combination would have already included the capability of reducing, deteriorating the 
quality of the inputted video data. 
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3. Claims 4-5, 1 1, 17, and 23, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Okamoto et al and Adachi as applied to claims 1-3, 6, 10, 12-16, 18, 
22, and 24-27 above, and further in view of the submitted prior art of Kitazawa Hiroaki 
(P.N. 09083920), as set forth in the previous Office Action mailed out 10/22/03 (Paper 
No. 11). 

4. Claims 29-31 , 34, 36, 38-40, 43, 45, and 47-49, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Okamoto et al, and Adachi as applied to 
claims 1-3, 6, 10, 12-16, 18, 22, 24-27, 28, 33, 37, 41-42, and 46, above, and further in 
view of the submitted prior art, Figure 2, described at pages 3-4, of the present 
Application. 

The proposed combination of Okamoto et al and Adachi indicated above 
discloses a video recording/reproducing apparatus that shows substantially the same 
limitations recited in claims 29-31, 34, 36, 38-40, 43, 45, and 47-49, including the 
feature of digitizing input video signal and storing reduced screen information to a 
storage device in the case where copy guard detecting circuit detects the copy guard 
signal indicating copying restriction as specified in the present claims 29-31, 34, 36, 38- 
40, 43, 45, and 47-49. (See the above rejection of claim 1). 

The proposed combination of Okamoto et al and Adachi fails to specifically 
disclose the feature of the inputted information displayable on a screen of a display 
device is not reduced both when the copy guard signal is not detected and when the 
detected copy guard signal indicates a copying restriction as specified in the present 
claims 29-31, 34, 36, 38-40, 43, 45, and 47-49. 
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The admitted prior art, Figure 2, described at pages 3-4, of the present 
Application discloses a video recording/reproducing apparatus that includes the 
capability of displaying inputted video data without deterioration on a screen of a display 
device regardless of whether copy guard signal is detected or not as claimed in claims 
29-31, 34, 36, 38-40, 43, 45, and 47-49. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the proposed 
combination of Okamoto et al and Adachi indicated above wherein the inputting means 
provided thereof (See Okamoto et al's Figure 1 , components 10, and 12) would have a 
display means connected thereof for the purpose of displaying inputted video data 
without deterioration on a screen of a display device regardless of whether copy guard 
signal is detected or not in the same conventional manner as is described in the 
admitted prior art described at Figure 2 of the present Application. The motivation being 
to be able to view the inputted video data on a display means at any desired time as 
suggested in the prior art. 

5. Claims 32, 35, and 44, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Okamoto et al, Adachi, and Hiroaki as applied to claims 4-5, 11,17, 
and 23, above, and further in view of the admitted prior art, Figure 2, described at pages 
3-4, of the present Application. 

The proposed combination of Okamoto et al, Adachi, and Hiroaki indicated above 
discloses a video recording/reproducing apparatus that shows substantially the same 
limitations recited in claims 32, 35, and 44, including the feature of digitizing input video 
signal and storing reduced screen information to a storage device in the case where 
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copy guard detecting circuit detects the copy guard signal indicating copying restriction 
as specified in the present claims 32, 35, and 44. (See the above rejection of claim 4). 

The proposed combination of Okamoto et al, Adachi, and Hiroaki, indicated 
above fails to specifically disclose the feature of the inputted information displayable on 
a screen of a display device is not reduced as specified in the present claims 32, 35, 
and 44. 

The admitted prior art, Figure 2, described at pages 3-4, of the present 
Application discloses a video recording/reproducing apparatus that includes the 
capability of displaying inputted video data without deterioration on a screen of a display 
device regardless of whether copy guard signal is detected or not as claimed in claims 
32, 35, and 44. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the proposed 
combination of Okamoto et al, Adachi, and Hiroaki, indicated above wherein the 
inputting means provided thereof (See Okamoto et al's Figure 1, components 10, and 
12) would have a display means connected thereof for the purpose of displaying 
inputted video data without deterioration on a screen of a display device in the same 
conventional manner as is described in the admitted prior art described at Figure 2 of 
the present Application. The motivation being to be able to view the inputted video data 
on a display means at any desired time as suggested in the prior art. 

Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments filed 1/22/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 
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With regard to Applicants argument in that the proposed combination of 
Okamoto et al and Adachi being improper, because, it fails to disclose the claimed 
feature of storing reduced and encoded screen information in the case where the copy 
guard detecting circuit detects a copy guard signal indicating a copying restriction and 
that the Examiner's citation to Okamoto only refer to a case when a signal indicates that 
copying is not restricted, Examiner disagrees. 

It is noted that the proposed combination of the cited reference of Okamoto et al 
and Adachi is proper, because, Okamoto et al does disclose the claimed feature of 
storing encoded screen information in the case where the copy guard detecting circuit 
detects a copy guard signal indicating a copying restriction , such as permission of 
copying only once as shown in Okamoto et al's column 4, lines 20-22. 

With regard to Applicant's argument in that the proposed combination of 
Okamoto et al and Adachi fails to disclose the claimed feature of "picture information 
input from a first device is stored at the storage device in order to record and the stored 
picture information is outputted in order to reproduce", Examiner disagrees. 

It is noted that Okamoto et al does clearly disclose the capability of inputting at 
input terminal 10, for example, picture information generated from a first device wherein 
the inputted picture information is stored at the storage device 14 and that said stored 
picture information can be reproduced and outputted at terminal 1 1 , for example. (See 
Okamoto et al's Figure 1). 

Regarding the Applicant's argument in that the cited reference of Okamoto et al 
fails to disclose the feature of storing to a storage device both the screen information 
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and the fact of the detection by the copy guard detecting circuit of the copy guard signal, 
Examiner disagrees. It is noted that such a feature argued by Applicant would be 
present in Okamoto et al, since, Okamoto does disclose the capability of storing 
encoding screen information together with copy information detected from the copy 
guard detecting means. Applicant's attention is directed to Okamoto et al's column 3, 
lines 38-43. 

Regarding the Applicant's argument in that there is no teaching in Okamoto et al 
to modify the described apparatus for video signals in view of Adachi in the manner 
indicated by the Examiner, because, Adachi only teaches a compression method that is 
applicable to image signals, not video signals, Examiner disagrees. 

It is noted that the proposed combination of Okamoto et al and Adachi indicated 
above is proper. Because, one of ordinary skill in the art would readily recognize that 
video signals can be represented by a set of image signals at 30 frames per second. 
Consequently, compressing video signals can be regarded as compressing a set of 
image signals. Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to modify 
the compression means shown in Okamoto et al in view of the compressing means 
shown in Adachi wherein the image quality would be deteriorated as shown by Adachi's 
apparatus for the purpose of improving the recording density of the recording medium 
as suggested by Adachi. Applicant's attention is directed to Adachi's column 1, lines 34- 
49. 

Regarding the Applicant's argument in that the proposed combination of 
Okamoto et al, Adachi and Hiroaki indicated above being improper, because the 
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Okamoto et al and Hiroaki are nonanalogous art in that Hiroaki is directed only to a 
picture processor apparatus describing when a copy signal is detected printing out 
"characters to the recording part", Examiner disagrees. 

It is noted that the proposed combination of Okamoto et al, Adachi, and Hiroaki is 
proper. Both Okamoto et al and Hiroaki are directed to an apparatus for reproducing 
recorded video signals from a recording medium. It is to be noted that Hiroaki discloses 
in the front page paragraph entitled "Solution" that the picture signal can be generated 
from a VTR. And Hiroaki further discloses the capability of preventing a video encoding 
circuit from outputting an inputted video signal generated from the VTR based on 
detection of copy guard signal as claimed. See the paragraph entitled "Solution" shown 
in Hiroaki. 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to modify the 
Okamoto et al's recording/reproducing apparatus wherein the reproducing 
means/encoding means provided thereof (See Okamoto et al's Figure 1 , components 2, 
and 3) would incorporate the capability of preventing the encoding means from 
outputting the video signal in the case where an output of screen information stored in 
the storage device is ordered in the same conventional manner as shown by Kitazawa 
Hiroaki. The motivation being to prevent unauthorized viewing of the reproduced video 
signal as suggested by Kitazawa Hiroaki. 
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Conclusion 



7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bob Chevalier whose telephone number is 703-305- 
4780. The examiner can normally be reached on MM-F (9:00-6:30), second Monday 
off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Christensen can be reached on 703-308-9644. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



B. Chevalier 
March 24, 2004. 
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